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TO  THE  ELECTORS  OF  OTTAWA: 

Gentlemen, — In  presenting  ourselves  before  you  as  the  candi- 
dates nominated  by  the  Liberals  of  Ottawa  as  their  standard  bearers 
in  support  of  the  administration  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  at  the  general 
elections  to  be  held  on  September  21st  next,  we  think  it  fitting  that 
we  should  give  to  you  some  reasons  why  the  people  of  the  Capital 
City  should  vote  for  the  ratification  of  the  reciprocity  agreement 
with  the  United  States,  which  is  the  issue  in  this  election. 

Despite  the  fact,  however,  that  this  question  has  been  threshed 
out  in  the  House,  in  the  press,  and  in  the  homes  for  months  past, 
there  is  in  the  minds  of  many  people  a  very  hazy  idea  of  just  what 
this  particular  reciprocity  agreement,  which  they  are  asked  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  upon,  really  means.  This  inexactitude  is  in  largo 
measure  due  to  the  deliberate  attempt  which  has  been  made,  for 
purely  party  purposes,  to  cloud  the  issue. 

It  has  been  declared  that  reciprocity  will  swamp  our  markets, 
ruin  our  industries,  throw  men  out  of  employment,  wean  us  away 
from  the  Empire,  and  bring  about  annexation  to  the  United  States. 
We  assert  that  it  is  carrying  the  imagination  too  far  to  contend  that 
any  one  of  these  calamities  can  result  from  the  agreement  now  be- 
fore the  people,  which  provides  for  reciprocity  IN  NATURAL  PRO- 
DUCTS— the  products  of  the  farm,  and  the  mines,  and  the  fisheries 
— and  does  not  touch  Canadian  manufacturing  industries,  unless  it 
is  the  manufacture  of  farming  implements,  where  some  attempt  has 
been  made  to  bring  additional  relief  to  the  farmer,  meat  packing  and 
fruit  canning. 

This  reciprocity  in  natural  products  will  throw  open  to  tht- 
farmers  and  miners  and  fishermen  of  Canada  a  market  of  ninety 
millions  of  people  in  the  United  States  in  addition  to  the  home  mar- 
ket, which  they  have  now,  and  the  British  market  which  they  will 
always  have. 

Some  Unbiassed  Opinions. 

Now,  in  case  it  should  be  thought  that  our  views  have  become 
biassed  by  partyism,  we  would  like  to  quote  two  authorities  well 
known  to  aii  oi  you,  agamaX  wnom,  m  1.1115  case,  miii;  cnur^c  ctiii- 
not  be  laid. 

Mr.  P.  D.  Ross  in  January  last  was  the  President  of  the  Ottawa 
Conservative  Association.    He  is  now  an  active  worker  in  the  inter- 


ests  of  the  Conservative  candidates.  What  was  Mr.  Ross'  opinion 
of  this  reciprocity  pact  last  January,  before  there  was  any  suggestion 
of  an  election,  or  any  indication  that  the  question  would  be  made  a 
party  one! 

The  day  after  Mr.  Fielding  explained  the  reciprocity  agreement 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  Mr.  Ross,  writing  in  his  paper,  the  Ottawa 
Journal,  declared  that  "THIS  MUTUAL  ABOLITION  OP  DUTIES 
UPON  FOOD  IS  MUTUAL  COMMON  SENSE,"  and  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  new  reciprocity  agreement  was  "very  desirable 
from  a  Canadian  point  of  view."  We  present  that  opinion  to  you 
now  and  ask  you  to  accept  it  as  one  of  common  sense  unafflicted  with 
party  bias. 

Nor  was  Mr.  Ross  alone  among  the  Ottawa  Conservatives  in  ap- 
proving of  the  agreement  as  comTnon  sense.  Are  the  Messrs.  Southam 
biassed  in  favor  of  the  Liberal  party?  Hardly.  But  here  is  what 
they  said  in  their  paper,  the  Ottawa  Citizen,  on  the  same  occasion, 
in  approving  of  the  agreement  in  unqualified  language: — "Both  the 
manufacturers  and  the  farmers  score  in  the  new  terms."  Further 
extracts  from  these  writers  are  quoted  elsewhere  in  this  pamphlet. 

The  general  aspect  of  the  subject  we  may  leave  at  that,  reserv- 
ing a  more  detailed  discussion  of  it  for  the  platform. 

Effect  of  Reciprocity  in  Ottawa. 

What  will  be  the  effect  of  the  reciprocity  pact  on  the  city  of 
Ottawa  ?  We  would  like  to  address  you  briefly  and  directly  on  that 
subject. 

The  basic  fact  that  the  development  of  Ottawa  is  dependent  on 
the  development  of  Canada  to  a  degree  even  greater  than  in  the 
case  of  any  other  city  needs  only  to  be  stated  to  meet  with  immedi- 
ate approval.  As  this  great  country  increases  in  population,  as  its 
trade  at  home  and  abroad  grows  from  year  to  year,  as  its  people  of 
all  classes  and  occupations  become  more  prosperous,  in  identically 
the  same  ratio  will  the  Capital  City  increase  in  population,  its  com- 
mercial and  financial  and  industrial  and  administrative  importance 
grow,  and  its  citizens  become  more  prosperous. 

Surely  there  has  been  sufficient  practical  demonstration  of  this 
assertion  in  the  development  of  Ottawa  during  the  last  fifteen  years 
of  the  Laurier  adminiatratioB. 


If  reciprocity  will  extend  the  markets  of  the  Canadian  producer, 
make  necessary  an  increase  in  production  to  supply  these  markets, 
bring  more  wealth  and  more  population  into  the  country — as  has  al- 
ways been  the  contention  for  the  last  forty  years,  and  until  this  mo- 
ment when,  out  of  sheer  opportunism,  a  political  party,  turning  on  it- 
self has  decided  to  oppose  it — will  not  all  that  re-act  to  the  fullest 
extent  on  the  development  and  the  prosperity  of  the  Capital  City  of 
Ottawa! 

The  Colt  of  Living. 

Another  phase  of  this  reciprocity  agreement  upon  which  there 
has  been  much  wild  talk  is  the  effect  it  will  have  upon  the  cost  of 
living.  "You  cannot  give  the  farmer  more  for  his  produce  without 
increasing  the  cost  of  living  to  the  consumer  in  the  city,"  is  the  cry. 
In  a  series  of  speeches  in  Western  Ontario,  the  Minister  of  Labor— 
whose  department  has  gone  deeply  into  the  question  of  the  cost  of 
living — has  been  dealing  with  this  phase  of  the  question,  extracts 
from  which  will  be  found  in  this  pamphlet. 

Mr.  King  points  <  t  that  this  reciprocity  pact  will  bring  some 
measure  of  relief  to  ine  householder,  the  consumer.  He  gives  a  list 
of  every  day  articles  upon  which  the  customs  duties  have  been  low- 
ered. He  further  shows  how  both  the  producer  and  the  consumer  in 
Canada  have  been  at  the  mercy  of  certain  food  monopolies.  He 
points  out  that  the  agreement  removes,  altogether,  between  two  and 
a  half  and  three  million  dollars  of  taxation  now  paid  by  the  con- 
sumers of  Canada,  and  that  cannot  be  done  without  bringing  some 
relief  to  the  cost  of  living. 

For  instance:  It  will  place  poultry  on  the  free  list,  thereby 
reducing  the  duty  by  20  per  cent.  It  will  reduce  the  price  of  fresh 
vegetables  by  30  per  cent,  by  the  placing  of  them  on  the  free  list.  It 
will  abolish  the  duties  which  we  now  have  to  pay  of  40  cents  a  barrel 
on  apples,  of  50  cents  a  bushel  upon  pears,  of  $1  a  100  pounds  on 
peaches,  of  2  cents  a  pound  on  grapes,  and  of  25  per  cent,  on  all  other 
edible  fruits.  There  are  seasons  of  the  year  when  it  is  impossible  to 
get  eggs  in  Canada.  Will  it  not  be  a  benefit  at  such  times  to  have 
+V.-.  ..-iiifv  ct?  t^  of^yA^  T  i^civoi'i  t.T^-ren  ofT'^  T^ip.h  rif  ?ill  kitids  .*^re  to  be 
put  on  the  free  list,  such  as  oysters,  upon  which  we  now  pay  a  duty 
of  10  cents  a  gallon,  and  fresh  lobsters  which  are  now  dutiable  at  25 
per  cent.     Bacon  and  hams  are  reduced  from  2c.  per  lb.  to  1  l-4c. 


Caniu'd  meats  and  poultry  from  27  1-2  per  cent,  to  20  per  ccut.  Lard 
from  2c.  to  1  l-4e.  Canned  vegetables  from  1  l-2c.  to  1  l-4c.  Cereal 
foods  from  25  per  cent,  to  17  1-2  per  cent. 

The  idea  that  because  of  the  opening  of  a  larger  market  in  the 
United  States  for  Canadian  products  there  will  be  a  shortage  of  these 
products  for  the  Canadian  consumer  and  a  consequent  rise  in  prices 
is  founded  on  no  satisfactory  evidence.  That  the  Canadian  farmer 
will  be  content  to  raise  just  what  he  is  raising  now  and  no  more  is 
ridiculous.  Improve  the  demand  for  his  products  and  give  him 
markets  easily  accessible,  and  he  will  quickly  enough  aim  to  meet 
that  demand.  He  will  be  able  to  employ  more  men  and  pay  more 
wages.  It  will  lead  to  more  intensive  farming  and  more  farmers, 
and  as  the  condition  of  the  farmers  around  Ottawa  improves  and 
they  are  more  and  more  prosperous,  it  will  be  reflected  in  Ottawa 
by  better  trade  and  better  opportunities  for  the  people  of  Ottawa  to 
buy  well.  And  so  it  goes,  all  along  the  line.  We  are  all  dependent 
the  one  on  the  other — the  city  on  the  farm  and  the  farm  on  the  city 
— and  no  branch  of  the  community  can  be  benefitted  without  all  the 
rest  of  the  branches  being  benefitted  likewise. 

Thifl  reciprocity  pact  benefits  the  farmers,  but  not  at  the  expense 
of  the  city  dwellers;  it  benefits  the  city  dwellers,  but  not  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  fanners. 

What  of  the  Consumer? 

"\Vp  would  also  have  you  note  that  in  the  contentions  of  the 
Conservatives  against  this  reciprocity  agreement,  no  consideration 
whatever  is  given  to  the  consumer.  When  in  February  last,  before 
an  election  was  in  sight,  the  Ottawa  Citizen  was  discus.sing  this 
agreement,  it  very  properly  pointed  out  that  "the  consumer,  as  well 
as  the  coimtry,  is  entitled  to  consideration  by  both  patriots  and 
partisans,"  and  it  showed  that  the  consumer  had  been  pven  that 
consideration  in  the  pact.  But  The  Citizen  to-day,  owing  to  party 
exigencies,  has  changed  its  tune.  It  now  asserts  that  it  would  have 
been  better  to  wait  awhile  because  of  lihe  probability  that  the  Demo- 
crats, when  they  come  into  power  in  the  United  States,  will  lower 
their  tariff  anj'way. 

Where  is  there  any  "consideration"  in  that   doctrine  for  the 
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g^ods  imported  from  Canada  lower  the  price  to  Canadian  consumers 
of  foods  imported  from  the  United  States t 


The  fact  is  that,  as  Mr.  P.  I).  Rosg  so  aplly  saiil :  "Miitiiiil  iil)()li- 
tion  of  duties  upon  food  is  iniiiuiil  coiniiion  sense."  The  coin'cssiona 
which  Canada  has  made  to  ihe  I'liited  States  will  relieve  our  con- 
sumers, just  as  the  conct'ssioiis  prautt'tl  to  ('auad.i  will  relieve  United 
StateH  eonsuTners.  If  the  Democrats  want  to  lower  their  tariff 
barriers  still  further,  well  and  good;  there  is  nothing  in  the  pact 
to  prevent  it.  In  the  meantime  our  exporters  have  immediate  ad- 
vantages and  our  consumers  some   relief. 

The  Annexation  Bogey. 

But  the  weakest  of  all  the  arji^-iimenta  apainst  this  reciprocity 
agreement  is  that  it  will  open  such  a  splendid  channel  for  (Canadian 
trade  that  we  shall  be  weaned  away  from  the  P^nipire  and  sooner 
or  later  allow  ourselves  to  he  annexed  to    he  United  States. 

Just  in  passing,  we  would  remind  the  electors  that  this  argu- 
ment is  contradictory  to  that  other  one  advanced  by  the  same  people, 
namely,  that  our  markets  will  be  swamped,  and  that  our  industries 
will  be  ruined.  But  there  is  no  con.sisleticy  anywhere  to  the  con- 
tentions of  the  Opposition. 

Once  more  we  would  quote  the  opinion  of  Mr.  P.  D.  Ross  on 
this  point.  "Why,"  he  asks  in  the  Journal  of  February  1,  "if 
reciprocity  were  to  be  followed  by  notable  commercial  advantage 
to  Canada,  would  it  tend  to  make  us  discontented  with  the  Imperial 
affiliations  under  which  this  prosperity  was  present?  People  who 
are  prosperous  are  likely  to  be  contented  with  their  political  condi- 
tions— the  more  prosperous  the  more  contented.'' 

And  the  Messrs.  Southam  in  the  Citizen  of  February  9,  point 
out  that  "in  the  last  analysis  these  statemeTits  are  reflection.^  on  the 
loyalty  of  the  people  of  this  country."  The  Citizen  at  that  time 
"refused  to  believe  that  the  Empire  ties  are  made  up  of  puree 
strings  only,  or  that,  even  if  ihey  were,  new  connections  would 
materially  affect  them." 

Mr.  Borden's  Opinion. 

But  we  can  refer  to  an  even  heavier  weight  in  the  Conservative 
party  than  these  gentlemen  to  rebut  the  monstrous  contention  that 
we  shall  get  so  fond  of  our  American  customers  and  of  their  in- 
stitutiOiiB  that  wc  shall  waat  to  lie  ourselves  up  politically  with 
them. 

In  the  Montreal  Star  of  July  21,  1904,  we  find  the  report  of  a 
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speei'li   (li'livcrt'd    liy  Mr.   R.   L.   Hordcii    in   tin-    \Viiiil>*()r   Ildiil       On 
that   (X'ca.sioii   In-   was  dffcinlinjf  [ho  pniposttl   iiitcr-imptTial   ptrfir 
ential  !ra<le«ii(i  niakiiiff  liplit  of  tl>t'  fears  that  Canada  iiii(^lit  thereby 
lose    tlie  privilege    of   free    ffovcriiiiient    which    we    now    fujoy.      He 
I'linchetl   the   arfrurneMt    with    these    wonls: — 

"Was  tliere  any  idea  ihiit  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  tin-  I'liitiHl 
1-^tatcs  would  ill  any  way  iiilerfere  with  .self-irox  eriiiiieiit  in  CaiiadaT 
No.  Then  why  should  that  fear  exist  so  far  as  (ireat  Britain  is 
concerned T" 

If    the   sending?   of   our   luitiiral    prodiids    to    the    rnited    States 

will    hriutr  alioiit    the   aiinexalion   of   Canada   to    that    country,   then 

'the  United  Slates  can  cfVcct  that  annexation  i\l  any  time  ami  Canada 

will  not   have  a  word  to  say.     We  cannot   prevent   them   from  doing 

what  they  will  with  tiieir  tariff.     They  could  take  it  oil'  to-morrow. 

ill  1S!)0  Canada's  trade  with  the  I'nitcd  States  was  .fS  l.ddd.OOO, 
and  soTiie  (^anjuliaus  puhlitdy  favore<I  joining  the  Ihiion.  Canada's 
I.-Miie  with  the  United  States  in  1911  amounts  to  .^WO.OOO.noo,  mid 
aniiexal  ionist  sentiment   has  disappeared  from  Cana<la. 


The  British  Preference. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  is  every  prohahility  that  this  reci- 
procity treaty  with  the  United  States  will  increase  our  trade  with 
the  Mother  Country.  While,  under  that  [)act,  we  shall  not  import 
from  the  United  States  anything  \v"hich  we  now  imiiort  from  Britain, 
the  increased  sale  of  natural  products  to  the  United  Slates  will  give 
us  more  money  and  more  people  to  buy  manufactured  goods  from 
Britain   under  the  preferential  tariff. 

\or  is  there  anylhing  in  the  pact  tliat  will  interfere  at  all  with 
any  preferential  trade  arrangemen'.  with  Britain  such  as  the  people 
of  the  Mothcland  have  voted  down  at  three  general  elections. 
Britain  has  only  manufactured  goods  to  sell,  and  Canada  has  prac- 
tically only  natural  products  to  sell  to  Britain.  When  Britain  gives 
us  a  preference  it  must,  therefore,  be  on  natural  products,  and 
when  that  time  couies  our  natural  products,  seeking  the  best  market, 
will  go  to  Britain  instead  of  to  the  United  States.     If  we  want  to 


they  are  not  touched  in  the  United  States  pact,  how  can  that  pact 
affect  our  freedom  of  action? 


Some  Bad  Dreams. 

Ii!;il)lt'  to  (iiid  anything  in  this  reeiprocity  agreement  tn  siij)- 
puii  tlu'ir  t'onlention  that  it  is  inimioal  to  Canada,  the  Conservatives 
are  trying  to  read  into  it  something  u'hich  is  not  there.  They  are 
interlining  it  with  "ifs"  and  "suppoj4ings. "  Supposing  this  were 
the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  and  if  Canada  should  later  on  make  this 
restricted  reciprocity  an  unrestricted  reciprocity,  what  dire  things 
would   h&ppen  I 

Did  any  l)usiiioss  man  who  allowed  himself  to  be  harassed  by 
such  doubts  ever  succeed  in  any  enterprise?  The  United  States 
executive  actually  offered  to  negotiate  with  the  Laurier  Govern- 
ment on  a  much  broader  basis  of  free  trade.  What  was  the  reply? 
That  Canada  could  not  think  of  it  and  that  any  arrangement  for 
reciprocity  must  be  on  natural  products  and  a  limited  list  of  other 
thin<rs  upon  which  the  Canadian  duty  might  be  lowered  without 
harm  to  our  own  industries  and  with  benefit  to  our  consumers. 
That  was  tl;,-  reply  oi  the  Canadian  G-ovemment  in  1911.  Why 
should  we  assume  that  the  administrations  that  will  follow  will  be 
less  competiMit  to  deal  with  the  situation  when  it  arises? 

.\uay  with  these  bucjaboos.  Let  us  be  men  and  consider  this 
proposition  as  iiien. 

A  "Plant"  by  "the  Interests." 

Similarly,  why  should  we,  a  free  and  independent  and  strong- 
minded  people,  be  concerned  because  some  persons  in  the  United 
States  think  it  would  be  a  good  thing  for  Canada  to  be  annexed  to 
that  country?  There  is  reason  to  believe,  as  is  pointed  out  by  an 
American  editcr  visiting  Canada,  that  much  of  this  talk  in  the 
Uniicd  States  is  merely  a  "plant"  by  "the  interests"  in  that  couuiry 
who  have  oj)posed  tooth  and  nail  the  passage  of  this  agreement 
through  ('(Uigrcss.  The  great  mass  of  the  American  people  are  not 
thinking  about  the  annexation  of  Canada  and  would  oppose  it  if 
seriously   proposed. 

Nor  need  we  be  concerned  about  Pre.<;ident  Taf f 's  Argument 
that  this  reciprocity  agreement  may  have  the  result  of  turning 
Cau'adian  triulc  away  from  Britain  to  the  I'liited  Stat-'s.  It  was 
only  after  the  exercise  of  extraordinary   intluence  and  power   that 

Pr.<>vjlrlr>-ri+      To^St     ^i-.ic      on  ../>,^£.of  ti  1      ;..      ^^ftlv.^      <  I,  „      *      ]  IT-      X.   -  A 

■    ■■■ ''        .  t>  .  •      ••;•-      -•:•■■--: -.t!      :::      j^-_:i:i:j5      ;  ::-c     y^^c:      j,M.-sr^v;a.         tie     riiXil 

to  present  evei-y  argument  that  ho  thought   might  appi^il  tn  various 
people.     And    was   there   anything   offensive   or    treacherous    .'n    his 
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f?IT?'„''  ^../f^/^^^^h''^  ^^'•--«°^   -0"1J   '>n-ng  Canadian 


trade  to  the  IJniied  States?    In  th 


said : — 


e  very  same  speech  Presideai  Tal't 


best  dhTrf '  U'/'^'^'  furnisho(i   us   unth   a  large  number  of  our 
best  eitizers.     We  are  giving  them  the  pick  of  our  youn?  farmers 
l^et  us  open  the  gateway  between  us.     Let  us  ffive  to  iwd,     m,n 

rnifiiV'V^r  "'  '^"  '"^"'^  ^^^^  ^-'^  intinredTtw'ee  ^  ^Tet' 
litran  a'ifd  ^^":.^™";-\\'--n'ain  as  they  are.  Let  us  abolish  ar- 
Ditrarj  ,and    artihcial    obslruotions   to    our   assoeiation    with    our 

fa?n?y'V;ir bring.  "^^'^  '^'  '""'''^  '''  "^"^^^  beTefirthrt' it  ^Z 

In  this  address  to  the  electors  we  do  not  pretend  to  have  dealt 
with  the  subject  at  all  exliaustively.     We  shall  have  other  oppor- 
unuties  on  the  platform  for  giving  consideration  to  other  phases  of 
*he    question.  ^ 

We  ask  your  consideration-your  careful  and  unbiasaed  con- 
8ideration-of  this  matter.  We  strongly  believe  that  the  passage  of 
■his  agreement  by  the  Canadian  Parliament-in  which  event  it  will 
go  into  immediate  effect  as  it  has  already  passed  Congress-will  be 
of  iminense  beneht  to  Canada  and  of  proportionate  benefit  to  Can- 
ada s  fair  capital,  and  we  confidently  urge  your  approval  of  it  by 
voting  on  September  21st  for 

Your  obedient  servants. 


J 
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In    a    rettent    speech    at    lierlin. 
Out.,  Hon.  W.  L.  Miiokeuzie  King 
dealt     with     the    i)ropose<i     reei- 
procily  at^rreenienl  from  the  point 
of    view    of  its   effect    upon    con- 
sumers, liis  contention  being  that 
everj-      householder      and      every 
workiiiginan  would  profit  by  the 
agreement   because   of  the  reduc- 
tion of  duties  on  some  articles  of 
food   which    go   to   make   up    the 
necessaries    of   life.      lie    pointed 
out  in  the  first  instance  that  the 
agreement     was     practically     re- 
stricted to  food  products  and  that 
tlie     removal    of    taxes    on    food 
couhl  not  do  other  than  help  tr 
reduce    the    oosit,   of   living.      The 
people    of    Oanada    had    paid    for 
the  year  ending  March,  1910,  over 
two  and  a  half  milliou  dollars  and 
in   the  year  ending  March,   1911, 
over  three  million  dollars  of  duty 
on   articles   on    which    there    is    a 
reduction    of  duty    in   the    agree- 
ment, all  of  which  amount  would 
have  been  saved  to  Canadian  con- 
sumers if  the  agreement  had  been 
in    force.      Tlie    taking    of     over 
three  million  dollars  of  taxes  off 
the    pei^ple    of   Canada     was     not 
s.miething    which    any    man    who 
had  the  interests  of  his  family  and 
his   home   at  heart   was  likely  to 
oppoKc.      On    the    one    hand    the 
agreement  secured  v/ider  markets 
to  producers  and  on  the  other  it 
rednc    \  the  cost  of  living  to  con- 
sumers as  respects  a  hv  ^e  num- 
ber of  articles. 


Mr.  King  then  took  up  In  detail  the 
different  articles  of  the  agreement  on 
which  Canodlan  duties   have  oeen  re- 


duced and  showed  that  in  the  case  of 
fish,  meats,  lard,  salt,  cereals,  canned 
Kouds,  biscuits,  pickles,  sauces  and 
catsup,  condensed  milk,  cement,  coal, 
fresh  fruits  and  vesetaliles,  there 
would  be  a  considerable  reduction  in 
duties,  all  of  which  would  be  of  bene- 
fit to  the  consumer.  In  the  case  of 
fish,  it  was  pointed  out  that  oysters 
an  which  there  was  a  duty  at  the  pre- 
sent time  of  10  cents  a  gallon,  would 
come  into  the  country  free.  Fresh 
lobsters  on  which  there  was  a  duty  of 
25  per  co.it,  would,  if  the  agreement 
were  passed,  come  into  the  country 
tree;  canned  lobsters  on  which  at  pre- 
stnt  there  was  a  duty  of  25  per  cent, 
would,  if  the  agreement  were  passed, 
come  into  the  country  free,  fresh 
herrings  on  whi.-h  there  was  a  duty  of 
a  cent  a  pound,  would,  if  the  agree- 
ment passed,  come  into  the  country 
free,  salted  herrings,  on  'vhich  there 
w  is'  a  duty  of  50  cents  per  100  pounds, 
would,  after  the  passing  of  the  agree- 
ment come  into  the  country  free. 
Smoked  and  kippered  herrings  and 
halibut  on  which  there  was  a  duty  of 
one  cent  a  pound,  would,  if  the  agree- 
ment were  passed,  come  into  the  coun- 
try   free. 

Notwithstanding  the  duties,  Canada 
had  imported  fish  to  the  value  of  over 
half  a  million  dollars  each  year  for 
some  years  past  from  the  United 
States.  Hereafter  there  would  be  no 
duty  on  any  fish  and  the  Canadian 
consumer    would    benefit   accordingly. 

Under  the  agreement  the  duty  on 
sardines  packed  in  oil  and  tin  boxea 
would  be  reduced  from  1  l-2c  to  1-2 
cent,  depending  on  the  size  of  the  box. 
Very  important  were  the  reductions 
on  certain  lines  of  meat.  Bacon  and 
hams  would  be  redui  ed  from  25  to 
7  per  cent.,  or  a  reduction  of  18  per 
cent.  The  duty  on  fresh  or  refrig- 
erated meats  would  be  reduced  from 
3  to  1  1-4  cents,  a  reduction  of  1  3-4 
cents.  Beef  salted  in  barrels  would 
be  reduced  from  2  cents  to  1  1-4  cents 
a  reduction  of  15  per  cent.  Canned 
meatd  and  canned  poultry  would  be 
reduced  from  27  1-2  per  cent  to  20 
per  cent  or  a  reduction  of  i  l-'^  V*» 
cent.  In  connection  with  meats  Mr. 
King  pointed  out  that  during  the 
last  few  years  Canada  had  imported 
of  these  different  classes  of  meat  pro- 
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ducta,  notwithstanding  the  duties 
meats  to  the  value  of  about  two  mil- 
lion dollars  a  year.  By  the  lowering  of 

nrfnf."''^^  '','J  l^"^^  '"'^^t  products  the 
f.yi^!^  should  be  reduced  to  the  con- 

DaJt'^'nf^f  ^^^  explanation  Li  large 
?^I  '  JS  '?®  opposition  which  was  be- 
tog  offered  to  the  agreement  by  ^e 

u^dlr'l^.'li.'^*  ?^'''''"^  busineL.^o 
abl<.  t  t  I*'^'*?"^  arrangement  were 
able  to  keep  down  the  prices  to  the 
producers  and  to  raise  the  pTlcM  to 
the  consumers.  As  an  e^Sle  Mr 
King  quoted  the  following  figures  ae 
showing  the  average  prices  miH  <>^! 
hoge  in  Toronto  and  Kilo ''for^ach 

momhs"^    %l  ^'^'^  ^"<i  'he  n?st  eU 
raonms    of    the    present    year.     These 

kit  nnn?.T^  '^'^^"  from  actual  mar 
fv  n,.^,M^"°"^  ^"''  ^""ss  Of  like  quali- 
ty could  be  verififd.  «iuaii 

New 

Montreal  York  Toronto  ButTal 


There  was  even  a  greater  difference 
wnon  comparison  was  made  in  regard 
to  barrelled  pork.  The  following 
figures  illustrated  the  difference  in 
price  between  Montreal  and  Ctiicago 
and   Toronto   and   New   York. 

Tor- 
Montreal.  Chicago,  onto. 
22.25        15.92       20.70 
16.60 
17.50 
21.75 
24.46 
19.00 
19.21 


1'j06  . . 

1907  .. 

ll'OS  . . 

1909  . . 

1910  .. 

1911  .. 
1906-11. 


23.50 
23.00 
30.25 
31.79 
25.50 
26.05 


19.83 
19.21 
22.38 
27.37 
21.42 
21.82 


New 
York. 
17.48 
17.64 
15.96 
21. 0« 
23.72 


19. 1« 


190P  . 

lfln7  . 

1908  . 

1909  . 

1910  . 

1911  . 
ISOfi-li 


7.32 
6.91 
6.68 
8.27 
9.19 
6.66 
7.  .50 


6.83 
7.04 
6.58 
7.98 
9.77 
7.54 
7.62 


6.81 
6.44 
5.95 
7.30 

8.48 
6.81 

6.97 


7.03 
6.73 
6.05 
7.4S 
9.44 
7.38 
7.S5 


.."^^^  ^^flerence  was  even  greater  than 

waf%r^''''f  ^■°"1'^  indicate  when  i" 
Toront  "If'"^'""^  '^^t  the  pricJ  in 
as  ?hi°  ^'''"'  P"'^^  '■•o-b.  cars,  where- 
as   the  prices    in    Buffalo    wer^   pS 

WlH-t  he^v°'  ^ed  and  taK 
jT'^'o^ont  harL%n%%-  a^^agij-? 
7.35  in  Buffalo,  when  we  came  ?o 
ver^eY"'  '"•^"  '^^  situation'was  r'l 

p^i^  .u  •^'^''^'  quctatlons  went  to 
fold  In  M  ^V"^""  ^'  ^^'hich  ham  had 
Bold  In  Montreal  and  Boston  and  in 
Toronto  and  New  York  respectively: 

Tor-       New 
Boston. 
13 


1906..  , 
lt07.. 

1908..  , 

1099..  . 

1910..  . 

1911..  . 
1906-11 


Montreal. 
.   ..  14H 

•  ..   1414 
.    ..    14 

•  ..    14'^ 
.    ..   18 


15 

15 


14 

11% 
121^ 
161^ 

13% 


onto. 

14% 

15 
14 

15 

17% 
15 
15 


York. 
13 
14 
12 
13% 
18% 
13% 
13% 


thif  ZZ''}^  l^  ^®*"  ^'■o'"  these  figures 
that  while  the  price  of  hogs   had  been 

{rn^,i^,^.^".^^!;_^I?-^  .'"the    Stafe" 

oArn"^*,  ''^"  '°  thc'i?at7s!"l5"f;n[a'a 
pound  m  Montreal  as  compared  with 
13  1-2  cents  In  Boston,  and  15  In  To- 
ronto as  compared  with  13  1-2  in  New 
I  ork. 


From  these  figures  It  will  be  seen 
that  where  the  average  price  of  bar- 
reled pork  had  been  26.05  in  Mon- 
treal the  same  qualitv  of  pork  was 
selling  in  Chicago  at  19.21,  and  where 
the  market  price  in  Toronto  had  been 
':1.82  for  another  grade  of  pork  a 
similar  grade  in  New  York  had  been 
selling  at  19.16. 

The  figures  for  lard  as  compared 
between  St.  John  and  Boston  «howed 
tot.  John  14  as  compared  with  Beaton 
at   12   and   Montreal    13   and   Chicago 

The  only  inference  to  be  drawn 
troni  this  was  that  the  packing  houses 
.>y  having  a  practical  monopoly  of 
tne  Canadian  market  were  able  to  of- 
fer the  producers  a  certain  price  for 

fnf  tf  TJ?''^''  ^^^^  ^^"^  b°"n'J  to  take, 
fnlt  nJ^.t^  ^°'<*  to  the  United  States 
instead  they  would  have  to  deduct  the 
duty  which  hogs  coming  Into  the  States 
had  to  pay.  The  packers  natural- 
ly objected  to  this  agreement  be- 
S'iii^^u''.  ^'**  ^^^y  ^Ith  the  duty  on 
fe  betwern  Canada  and  the  United 
rn^nt  i^  °"  y*^  °'h«r  hand  the  agree- 
^/^^  l°^V':^  'he  duty  on  bacon  and 
Hani    by   3-4c    per    lb.,   on    pork    h&r- 

fardM"  ,^r'"J  ^-^  "  P**-  ^"'-  ^"d  on 
larcJ  by  3-4  of  &  cent  per  pound.     This 

meant  that  the  Canadian  packer  was 
now  keeping  the  price  to  the  highest 
point  which  the  duty  would  allow,  he 
would  be  forced  to  lower  his  price  to 
the  consumer  a  little.  Naturally  he 
was  objecting,  still  the  Government 
thought  that  where  these  big  n  onopo- 
les  on  food  products  existed  some  re- 
lief should  be  brought  to  the  consumer 
What  was  true  of  the  pork  packing 

i-'^^^'**^^;!""  ^^^  *'■»  of  canned 
gcods.  The  canners  were  In  effect  a 
monopoly.  Under  th^  nroDosed  nr- 
ran«em«nt  the  duties  on  canned  corn 
Deaas,  tomatoes  and  other  canned  veg- 
etable* would  be  reduced  from  1  I-2  to 
11-4  cents  per  pound,  or  a  reduction 
^1.  t  «l"*'^er  of  a  cent  per  pound, 
trults  In  alr-tlght  cans  would     be  re- 
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duced   from   2   1-4    to   :;   couth   a   puuiid 
or  a  reduction  of  one  quarter  of  a  cenl. 
per   jKJuni.    Notwithstanding    the    dul.\ 
on  canned  goods  Canada  had  imported  ' 
jargei  quantities,    both  of  canned   vege-  i 
tables    and    canned    iruits       troni      tne  j 
United    States.      OauaJian   (.■  '     iers   had! 
been    keeping    their    prieis      ,     to      the 
highest  point  which    the    duty    allowed; 
naturally    when    the    a?,rieineni      pro-: 
pesed    a    reduction    of    duties       wnich  ; 
would   be   helpful   to  the  oorsuiner  ami 
rrlght   have   the   effect  of  reducing  the  [ 
trice    a    little,    thny    objected    strongly  I 
to  It. 

Mr.  King  read  from  tne  prospectus 
of  the  National  Fruit  and  Packing 
Company  Limited,  which  is  largely  a 
monopoly  of  the  apple  trade  in  Can- 
ada, to  show  how  this  company  In 
seeking  to  ojtain  capital  in  England 
had  pointed  out  that  by  their  mono- 
FOly  of  the  Canadian  market  they 
V  ere  abl3  to  get  fruit  cheaper  and 
get  labor  cheaper  and  make  their  pro- 
fits greater  than  they  otherwise  would. 
Naturally  those  who  were  interested 
in  this  company  would  object  to  an 
agreement  which  would  mean  greater 
freedom  of  trade  and  increased  com- 
petition. It  was  a  noteworthy  fact 
that  among  the  directors  of  the  com- 
pany were  the  Hon.  George  E.  Foster, 
U.  P.,  ex-Mlnlster  of  Finance  and  W 
M.  German,  one  of  those  who  had 
cppoB'  '  the  agreement  in  the  House. 

What  was  true  of  flsh,  meat!  and 
canned  goods  was  also  true  of  cereals. 
Under  the  proposed  agreement  pre- 
pared csreals  would  be  reduced  from 
25  ner  cent,  to  17  1-2  per  cent  or  a  re- 
duction of  7  1-2  per  cent.  Canada  had 
been  importing  eacli  year  cereal*  to 
the  value  of  over  a  quarter  of  a  mil- 
lion dollars  notwithstanding  the  duty. 
This  reiuctlon  ought  to  mean  gome 
benefit  to  consumers.  That  1*  was 
likely  to  do  so  was  evident  from  an 
article  which  was  published  In  the 
News-Recor(?  quoting  a  letter  from  a 
United  State «  firm  to  a  local  dealer, 
and  which  the  News-Record  had  quoted 
as  showing  how  Canadian  Industries 
would  be  hit.  What  the  letter  really 
went  to  show  was  how  the  Canadian 
consumer  would  come  to  benefit.  The 
letter  wag  addressed  to  Mr.  Deltrlch  and 
the  quotation  as  given  in  the  News- 
Becord   was   as   follows: — 

''"We    will    n\ti    iJc  clDic   tO   Snip   you    ii^ 

prices  made  until  the  reciprocity  treatv 
has  been  settled.  The  duty  on  break- 
fast foods  into  Canada  at  present  is 
too  high  to  permit  us  to  fill  the  order 


at  prices  and  terms  on  which  the  order 
was    taken." 

Mr.  King  was  quite  prepared  tu 
liave  the  consumers  to  form  their  own 
conclusions. 

Under  the  agreement  the  duty  on 
catmeal  and  rolled  oats  would  be 
reduced  from  60  to  iiO  cents  per  100 
pounds  and  on  wheat  Hour  from  60 
cents  a  barrel  to  50  cents  a  barrel,  a 
reduction  in  each  case  of  lo  cents.  On 
biscuits  without  sweetening  the  duty 
had  been  reduced  under  the  present 
agreement  by  2  1-2  per  cent.;  on  bis- 
cuits without  any  added  sweetening 
by  5  per  cent.  On  pickles,  sauces  and 
catsup  the  duty  would  be  reduced  2  1-2 
per  cent.  On  condensed  milk  there 
was  a  reduotlcn  of  1  1-4  cents  per 
pound;  on  cemsnt  a  reduction  of  1  1-2 
cents  per  100  pounds;  on  bituminous 
ccal  a  reductioi  of  8  cents  a  ton.  Dur- 
ing the  last  few  years  Canada  had 
imported  coal  every  year  to  the  value 
of  between  eleven  and  twelve  million 
dollars.  The  reduction  of  duty  on 
coal  would  mean  a  great  saving  to 
manufacturing  as  well  as  other  inter- 
ests. The  duty  on  shelled  peanuts 
wcs  being  reduced  from  2  cents  a 
pound  to  1  cent  a  pound  and  on  un- 
sbelled  peanuts  from  2  to  1-2.  This 
might  seem  a  small  Item,  but  when  It 
was  known  that  Canada  had  Imported 
unshelled  peanuts  alone  to  the  value 
of  nearly  $100,000  last  year  consumers 
would  »2<i  what  a  saving  in  duty  there 
would  be  through  this  large  reduction 
c     duty. 

Referring  to  fresh  fruits  and  vege- 
tables, all  of  which  were  put  on  the 
free  list,  Mr.  King  pointed  out  that  this 
could  not  but  prove  of  benefit  to 
householders  everywhere  without  neces- 
sarily doing  any  injury  to  local  pro- 
ducers. Fresh  grown  fruits  and  vege- 
tables would  always  have  an  ad- 
vantage over  any  that  had  to  be  im- 
ported. The  effect  of  the  agreemen: 
would  really  be  to  enable  the  Canadian 
consumer  to  get  fruits  and  vegetables 
at  a  reasonable  rate  for  a  longer  sea- 
son than  would  otherwise  be  possible 
and  our  producers  of  fruits  and  vege- 
tables would  have  a  chance  of  selling 
their  goods  in  American  markets  when 
the  American  fresh  fruits  and  vege- 
tables in  localities  farther  south  had 
been  used  up. 

strongly  what  he  had  aald  at  the  out- 
set, namely  that  he  could  not  see  how 
the  remission  of  duties  on  food  pro- 
ducts on  articles  which  were  the  very 
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necessaries  of  Ufp  could  do  other  than 
reduce  the  cost  of  living,  and  when  it 
was  remembered  that  the  amount  ol 
taxation  was  being  remitted  in  this 
way  was  actually  between  two  and  a 
half  and  three  and  a  half  millions  of 
dollars  per  annum  he  was  unable  to 
understand  how  any  consumer  who 
^■^s /eally  watching  his  own  Interests 
CiJUld  be  found  In  opposition  to  the 
agreement  once  it  was  understood. 
He  added,  further,  that  with  the  ex- 
ception that  agricultural  implements 
had  been  slightly  reduced  all  this  had 
been  accomplished  without  taking  off 
any    duties    on    manufactures    and    hv 


(giving  larger  markets  to  the  farmer. 
Manufacturers,  farmers  and  working- 
men  alike  would  gain  through  the 
reduction  in  duties  mentioneu,  which 
were  for  the  benefit  of  the  consumer 
vyhilst    ail      in    turn      would      prosper 

,  through  the  increased  purchasing 
power  which  would  come  to  lumbering 
niining,  fishing  and  agricultural  Inter- 
ests and  which  would  in  turn  make 
itself  fel:  in  the  increased  demand  for 
Manufactured  goods  securing  the  work- 
ingman  certainty  of  employnunt  and 
the  possibility  of  improvement  in 
\  ages. 


Unbiassed  Opinion  of  tlie  Pact 


MITIAL  COMMON   SENSE. 

Ottawa  Journal,  January  27,  1911.— 
"Beyond  reason«We  doubt  Mr.  Fieid- 
ini?  has  succeeded  In  a  reciprocity 
agreement  with  the  United  SUtea  Ex- 
ecutive very  desirable  from  a  Canadian 
point  of  view.  This  mutual  abolition 
of  duties  upon  food  is  mutual  common 
sense;  but  proUibly  la  a- greater  ad- 
vantage proportionately  to  Canada 
than   to  the  United  States." 

"Canada    retains   an    absolutely   free 
hand  as  regards  cuetoms  preference  to 
British    goods.         The    big   end   of    the  , 
agreement  is  free  food.    That  seems  to' 
ua    about    the    most    sensible    sort    of  i 
freedom  of  trade,  provided  the  cunces- 
siona  in  It  are  mutual.     So  here's  hop- 
ing  that  Congress   will  not   be  swayed 
into  effective  opiposltlon  to  the  United 
States    Executive's    agreement    by    the' 
operation  of  local   considerations."  j 

"Mr.   Fielding  in   any  case  ha«i  done 
a  good  stroke  of  business.     The  United 
States  Executive  has  met  us  half  way 
about  food  and  raw  materials  and  said 
practically     nothing     about     manufac- 
tures.     The  acceptance  by    the  United 
Sttites    Cabinet    of   such   an   agreement 
is,  frank;y  epeaking,  a  staggering  sur- 
prise,     li    Congres*?    aecepts    It,    an    ex- 
epjlent   thin?,   we   think     ^/il!   hnv^  bc^irv 
accomplished    for    this    country.      Even 
if  the  proposition  does  not  in  parts  suitj 
somebody,    it    will    be    pushed    through  | 
by    the    Government,    and,     we    think.  I 
justly.     No  doubt    i»   rcu.sonul>le   that  i 
the  proposition  is  in  the  main  a  desir- 
able one  for  this  country." 


OUR  AIANUFACTURERS  AND  FAR- 
MERS BOTH  SCORE. 

Ottawa     Citizen,     January     28.— The 
reciprocity    terms     submitted     by    Mr. 
Fielding  in  the  House  yesterday  after- 
noon appear  to  be  the  result  of  a  sin 
cere  effort  on  the  part  of  both  Canada 
and    the   United   States    to  arrive   at   a 
mutual     understanding     in     regard     to 
many    articles   of    every    dav    use    and 
j  neces.sity.  Both  the  manufacturers  and 
the  farmers  score  in   the  new  terms. 
On  the  vexed  pulp  and  ptiper  question 
:  the    Canadian    stand    is    logical.      The 
j  whole  effort  seems  to  have  been  under- 
:  taken  with  the  object  of  attempting  to 
reach  an  honest  and  satiafuctury  solu- 
tion  of    a    question    which    was  begin- 
ning to  monopolize  the  attention  of  the 
;  legislators  on  both  sides  of  the  border. 
j       Ottawa    Citizen,    February    1.— Trade 
is    running   east    and    west,    but    if    we 
can  make  it  run  north  and  eoiith  aVo, 
so    much    the    better   for    Canada.      It 
will    be    well    to    exhibit    patriotism    in 
the  discussion  of  the  tariff  agreement, 
providing   the   brand   of   the  former   is 
pure,  but  it  would  not  be  wise  to  con- 
fine the  argument  to  that  aapect  of  the 
case.     The   consumer  as   well   as   the 
country  is  entitled  to  consideration  by 
""-ttt  j}ntr;"-t5  and  partisaiis. 

Ottawa  Journal,  January  14,  1911.— 
An  illustration  of  opposition  to  the 
reciprocity  proposition  based  upon 
childish  hysterics  is  afforded  by  an 
editorial  in  the  Montreal  Star  dealing 
with  an  address  recently  made  by  John 
F.    Norris,   chairman   of 


the   Pulp  and 
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Paper  Committee  of  the  American 
Newspaper  PuJbll«hen»'  Association. 
•  *  •  Our  side  of  the  pulp  arrange- 
ment cannot  hurt  as  and  the  United 
States  we  cannot  stop  under  any  dr- 
cunistan<'es.  •  »  «  Why  is  the 
Montr,  il  Star  trying  to  discredit  our 
ehflre  f  the  reciprocity  treaty  by  hol- 
lering that  something  has  been  agreed 
to  by  Canada  which  will  hurt  Canada. 
The  Dominion  Government  has  agreed 
to  nothing  unless  the  Provincial  Legis- 
latures should  take  action. 


Ottawa  Citizen,  February  21,  1911.— 
In  connection  with  Premier  Rsbiia'e 
opinion  that  reciprocity  will  be  "a 
death  blow  to  Canada's  industries,"  It 
might  be  mentioned  that  he  recently 
gave  as  the  reason  for  his  opposition 
to  the  agreement  the  fact  that  his  an- 
cestors were  U.K.  loyalists.  If  the 
premier's  guees  is  no  more  accurate 
than  his  reason  for  opposition  is  logi- 
cal, Canada's  industries  will  have  no 
need  to  get   under  cover.. 

Ottawa  Citizen,  February  23,  1911.— 
Sir  .lames  Whitney  has  joined  the 
ranks  of  those  prophets  who  predict 
the  ruin  of  Canadian  commerce  and 
the  eventu,-'l  absorption  of  the  Domin- 
ion by  the  United  States  as  certain  of 
the   proposed   reciprocity   agreement. 

As  the  Citizen  has  attempted  to 
point  out,  forecasts  of  tills  nature  do 
not  api)oar  to  be  historically  substan- 
tiated, while,  in  any  event,  dogmatism 
ie  \o  be  avfoided. 


Ottawa  Journal,  February  1,  1911.— 
So  far  as  Canadian  business  on  the 
whole  is  concerned,  the  idea  seem*  to 
be  growing  that  the  reciprocity  pro- 
l>osltion  can  hardly  be  effectively 
argued  against  •  •  ♦  If  reci- 
procity were  to  be  followed  by  not- 
able commercial  advantage  to  Canada, 
why  would  our  prosperous  condition 
tend  at  all  to  make  us  discontented 
with  the  Imperial  aftiliations  under 
which  the  prosperity  was  present? 
People  who  are  prosperoua  are  likely 
to  be  contented  with  their  political 
conditions— the  more  prosperouB,  the 
more  contented. 


Ottawa  Citiz'-n,  March  2,  1911.— Even 
Ifr.  Sifton  is  not  prepared  to  support 
an  increase  in  the  British  preference 
or,  as  he  puts  it,  to  support  a  move 
for  the  benefit  of  Britain  at  the  ex- 
pense of  our  manufacturers.  Yet  Mr. 
Sifton  is  not  above  waving  the  flag 
vigorously.  •  •  »  Speeches  for  and 
against  the  proposed  agreement  may 
sound  well,  but  what  the  people  want 
is  an  exhibition  of  faith.  The  advo- 
cates of  reciprocity  show  courage  and 
conviction  in  undertaking  the  agree- 
ment. Its  opponents  should,  to  be 
convincing,  propose  a  practical  move 
and  be  as  ready  to  assume  the  conse- 
quences. 

Ottawa  Journal,  Jan.  30,  1911.— With- 
out going  into  past     history,     Ca<nada 

er  and  more  generous  attitude  of  the 
United  Statea  to  her  northern  naigbbor, 
as  expressed  in  a  «pirit  of  give  and 
take  that  has  hitherto  been  lacking  in 
international   meetings. 


Ottawa  Citizen,  February  4,  1911. — 
One  of  the  chief  objections  to  the 
ratificatio.n  of  the  proposed  reciprocity 
agreement  by  certain  sections  of  Brit- 
ish and  Canadian  newspapers  and  by 
political  leaders  at  home  and  abroad, 
is  the  implied  danger  to  the  British 
preference  and  the  British  connec- 
tion. Invariably  this  issue  is  intro- 
duced in  arguments  against  tlhe  agree- 
ment. •  •  •  The  reciprocity  treaty 
of  1854  which  resulted  from  Lord 
Elgin's  representations,  was  followed 
by  an  almost  complete  cession  of  an- 
nexation talk  both  in  Canada  and 
across  the  line.  The  fact  became 
apparent  then  that  the  annexation 
spirit  had  had  it*  origin  In  Canada  in 
dissatisfaction  with  the  commercial 
indifference  of  the  mother  country  to 
her  only  North  American  colony,  and 
that  even  the  slightest  consideration 
in  this  respect  was  sufficient  to  dispel 
all  such  sentiment.  Yet  to-day  we 
are  told  by  political  gospellers  that 
the  effort  to  promote  friendlier  trade 
relations  with  the  United  States  is  a 
menace  to  the  Imperial  tie. 


Ottawa  Citizen,  February  7,  1911. — 
We  don't  believe  that  the  empire  ties 
are  made  up  of  purse  strings  only,  or 
triat,  even  if  they  were,  new  connec- 
tions would  materially  affect  them. 


Ottawa  Citizen,  February  7,  1911. — 

The  framers  of  the  National  Policy 
and  the  succettsiful  advocates  of  the 
protective  principle  In  this  country 
from  1878  to  1896  evidently  did  not 
consider  the  reciprocity  treaty  of  1854 
a  violation  of  that  principle.  They 
uid  iiot  consuuer  tncir  own  propoeai 
of  1891  a  violation  of  the  principle, 
nor  did  they  consider  such  a  proiK>- 
sltlon  a  menace  to  the  imperial  con- 
nection notwithstanding  the  McKlnley 
bill. 
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Ottawa  Citizen.  February  9,  1911  — 
In  other  words,  the  reciprocity  asree- 

Sf-in^?"^  '".  ^°"^™  a'><J  cent*  that 
Oauida  Is  Betting  the  Iodk  enrt  «vr  - 
tmrgtun,  which   will  prov^to  the  Id 
vantage  of  both  parties  concerned    ?o 

u\ifi%'\^  "'  the  difference  between 
»4. 849. 933  and  $2,363,763.  iyar«. 
yarding  the  advantag;3  that  must 
ensue  for  the  consumer!  the  producer 
and  the  exporter,  the  agreement  1 4 
one  that  should  a.ppeal  ev^i  t?  thoip 
w<ho  consider  the  HnanclT^  Lpect  o? 
such  matters  first  and  the  effect  upon 
the  general  prosperity  of  the  country 

to  ^,rn^n'\'"'=!?   ^  argument  se^^'e^ 
to^  support     ihe     original      premTs^ 
ij  Nothing  in  the  agreempnt 

^ould  seem  to  justify  the  stl^ISs 
made  in  opposition  to  it  that  "it  wiii 
weaken   the  imperial   t  e  "   or   "  refu 

loyalty  of  the' jUopTe^rt'Sf  coTntry'.'^ 


of  the  poverty  of  Imagination  revealed 
in   thia   harking  hack   to  old   disguises 
to    Alarm     the     conservative    Britisher 
who    however,  refuses  to  be  terrified  to 
iny  appreciable  extent.     Even  a  more 
Sloomy  forecast.  Introduced  by  reasons 
more   convincing   than   those    based   on 
foreign    machinations,    would    be    wel- 
come because  of  its  fre«hnese.    As  it  Is 
the   Skeleton    in    Punch    and    Judy   has 
been   thrust  out  from  behind   the  cur- 
am  so  often  orf  late  that  it  has  lost  aU 
Its  terrors    If  it  every  really  had  any 
even  for  those  lrr«pre«lble  character* 


Ottawa  Citizen,   February   15    1911- 

t^«t   ^h'?    °^   ^^-    Hamar   Green^od 
^at  Whatever  strengthened  the  emDire 

XTc!:,^"'   ^"-^"""hened   the   emp  r 
politically    seems     to    have    more     to 
commend   it    than   the   plea    th^rinv 
thing    which    may    interfere    wi  h   "h; 

Bntain    implies    a    danger   to    the    em- 


"Save^h«^;^'='"'    ^'^T^niary   16,    1911.- 

Save    the    Empire"    appeals    are    now 

belnp    made  In   Britain   by   the   pro^ 

S  "  oTThr'"^  opposed^to  the  mTfl- 
cauoi   of  the  agreement  between  Can 

^M«t.  'or  """llf '  States.    AlMhe"^?: 

nnV  r,.^  ^ ^^  ^^°  ^'■^  «°oe  m<we  being 
pu     forward  as   earnestly  and  blb   oer- 

h1n"'e   Tiuf,  '^^'   "™'-     -n^e^whfJe 
inin„    16   a   little   dlscoura«ln,g   because 


Ottawa   Citizen,   February  21    1911  — 

[Town  Ty!  ^°  '".'^^  ^^""^  ^«  have  out- 
^',rown    the    need    oif   auch    a    measure. 

Zn'iJ^^Tj  *"'  °**"'^'  products  to  the 
United   .States  are  only  second   In   vol- 
ume to  our  exports  to  Britain;   and  q« 
Sir  J„hn  used  to  put  It,  if  we  have  two 
free  markets  Instead  of  one  to  sell  to, 
u    sands    to   reason    we   shall    be    Just 
that   much    better  off.     And.    with   all 
respect  for  those  who  think  otherwise 
It  seems  to  The  Citizen  to  follow  a^ 
•in  irreslsuble  conclusion  tl^at  ouri^ 
"^f!.^<    .prosperity    will    bHuR^'aboC 
a  staunciier  and  more  generous  loyalty 
to  Cana<ia  and   to  Griat  Briten     es- 
pecial iy    among    those    new    rTeS'  and 
people;  from  various  parts  of  the  earth 
who  are  flocking  by  t^s  and  hundred^ 
of  thousands  into  the  Canadian  West. 

^^■?^''^'^''^  Journal,  February  24  19U — 
If  there  are  any  men  In  the  three  En^- 
hsh-speaking    countries    concerned    so 

?hron^\'  ?^'  '°  *"  ^^^o'^'ely  convinced 
through  the  course  and  events  of  Can- 

?he^  lt'?7  \"  *^«  P^t  generaUon.  Of 
L,f        ''^^'°''^"y   °^  l^er  people  as 

Fm!.,;^'*Tu'""'"^  P^'""""  «*  t*e  British 
mpire,    then  it  will  not  be  a  resolu- 

hem       f*"''^™^"*   'hat   wlU  convince 
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"BET  ON  THE  OLD  COCK."  -I  have  been  chief  of  the  Liberal  party  for  25 
years.  Soon  I  shall  be  70  years  old,  and  the  rest  which  I  have  not  known  for  so 
many  years  would  be  most  grateful  to  me,  but  a  kindly  Providence  has  given  me 
better  health  at  seventy  than  I  have  ever  known  before,  and  I  should  be  ashamed  of 
myself  if  I  did  not  devote  what  talents  I  may  have,  and  all  my  strength  to  the  service 
of  my  country.  I  do  not  know  what  the  future  holds.  It  is  said  that  the  most  un- 
certain things  in  the  world  are  horse  races,  elections  and  cock-fights.  If  I  were  a 
betting  man  however,  I  would  bet  on  the  old  cock  which  has  been  winning  for  the 
the  last  fift«<n  years.  I  do  not  boast;  I  have  no  illusions ;  they  may  defeat  me;  but 
they  cannot  ^take  away  the  fifteen  years  of  prosperity  which  the  country  has  known 
under  the  Laurier  government. — Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  at  Three  Rivers,  Que.,  August 
17,  1911. 

"WHAT  A'SALAD!"— When  I  see  the  names  of  Mr.  Sifton  and  Mr.  Bourassa 
■tuck  together,  1  am  amply  revenged  for  the  attacks  on  me.  If  there  is  one  man  Mr. 
Boaiassa  hates  it  is  Mr.  Sifton, 'if  there  is  one  man  he  has  insulted  it  is  Mr.  Sifton. 
Now  they  are  exchanging  the  kiss  of  peace  and  singing  the  chorus:  "  We  must  over- 
throw Laurier."  When  I  see  Mr.  Borden,  Mr.  Sifton,  and  Mr.  Bourassa  united 
against  me,  I  say  to  myself  "  What  a  salad." ,  I  suppose  Mr.  Sifton  furnishes  the  cil 
for  it,  and  I  am  sure  Mr.  Bourassa  supplies  the  visdgar,  while  poor  Mir.  Borden  has 


